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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

In accordance with 37 CFR 41 .52, Applicant respectfully requests a rehearing of the 
Decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences rendered on 24 December 2009 in 
that the Decision concerning Claim 33 is defective. 

In Applicant's Appeal Brief filed on September 15, 2006, Applicant argued on page 5, 
at lines 21 through 26, that 

for the reasons stated above, the combination of Araki et al. with Applicant's 
admission does not render obvious a printing plate made from a photopolymerizable 
element wherein the photopolymerized layer has a relief surface with raised areas and 
a floor that contrasts in color with the raised areas, as recited in Claim 33 . Araki et al. 
do not teach or suggest color contrast between raised areas of a relief surface and the 
floor in the photopolymerized layer of a flexographic relief printing plate. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Board has overlooked and not responded 
properly to appealed Claim 33 in view of the recited language that the photopolymerized layer 
has a relief surface with raised areas and a floor that contrasts in color with the raised areas . 
The Board fails to point out where Araki et al. teach or suggest color contrast between raised 
areas of a relief surface and the floor in the photopolymerized layer of a flexographic relief 
printing plate. 
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The Board concludes by stating that they sustain the Examiner's ^103 rejection of 
Claims 1-8 based on Araki et al. However, Applicant's Appeal was also directed to 
independent Claim 33 which recites a relief printing element having the above-described 
relief surface that is neither suggested by Araki et al. nor addressed by the Board. 

Reconsideration of this Decision is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 

/Thomas H. Magee/ 
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